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Federal Agencies

Response to Comments of the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 9
Note:  The comments contained in U.S. EPA’s cover letter
summarize the attached “Detailed Comments.”  To minimize
redundancy, only the detailed comments have been responded to
here.

RF 1-1, Deanna Wieman, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
It is not possible at this point in time to provide greater detail on
the elements of Alternative 4 that remain subject to negotiation.
Preliminary discussions have occurred on these points, but
detailed negotiations have not taken place.  There is uncertainty
regarding the institutional feasibility of Alternative 4, and
substantial discussions among the parties would be required to
address the issues raised in the Modified Proposal.

EBMUD and Reclamation are not able to meaningfully discuss the
likelihood that Judge Hodge would amend his order.  Such an
amendment would be required to implement the groundwater
element of the Modified Proposal and possibly to allow an
EBMUD delivery at a downstream location on the lower American
River.  The likelihood that the order would be amended would be
improved if EBMUD, the City of Sacramento, the County of
Sacramento, and Reclamation agree on the terms of such an
amendment.

Groundwater banking is considered to be technically feasible in
both Sacramento and San Joaquin Counties.  EBMUD has
conducted studies in the San Joaquin County area and determined
that the groundwater basin is appropriate for aquifer storage and
recovery.  Although conditions likely differ somewhat in south
Sacramento County, there is no reason, based on available
information, to believe that using the groundwater basin would

not be technically feasible.  See also the response to the “San
Joaquin County Conjunctive Use” major issue in Chapter 3 of this
document.

RF 1-2, Deanna Wieman, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Two levels of treatment are considered in the 2000 REIR/SEIS for
each non-American River alternative:  1) complying with all
drinking water regulations, and 2) reasonably matching current
finished water quality.  For Alternative 8, because of differences in
salinity and other constituents between the existing EBMUD
Mokelumne River source and a new Delta source, the treatment
option of reasonably matching current finished water quality
would require implementation of microfiltration and reverse
osmosis.  These processes would result in a reject stream of
concentrated brine, which would require disposal.  The treatment
option involving complying with all drinking water regulations
would not result in the production of a brine waste stream, but the
finished water quality would be substantially different from
EBMUD’s current Mokelumne River supply.

The statement on the last full paragraph of page 4-3 of the 2000
REIR/SEIS is intended to explain that EBMUD has little ability to
control the quality of the source of water that would be delivered.
Under the treatment option of complying with all drinking water
regulations, salinity at the intakes, and therefore the treated water,
would vary depending on flow conditions in the waterways.
Under the treatment option of reasonably matching current
finished water quality, salinity in the treated water would be
essentially the same as the current EBMUD supply and would not
likely have an effect on EBMUD’s terminal reservoirs.

RF 1-3, Deanna Wieman, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Reclamation and EBMUD have limited ability to protect and
enhance the watersheds of the American River, Sacramento River,
or the Delta.  To the extent that the agencies have jurisdiction and
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control, they are taking actions to help ensure water quality
protection.  As noted in Table 2 of Appendix B to the 2000
REIR/SEIS, those water sources that have larger watersheds and
are further downstream are considered to be at higher risk and to
have higher vulnerability to water quality impairment.

RF 1-4, Deanna Wieman, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
As noted on page 7-1 of the 2000 REIR/SEIS, the alternative
alignments were initially evaluated by reviewing existing
information on biotic resources in the project area, including
wetlands, and by reconnaissance surveys of pipeline alignments.
These surveys were conducted by qualified biologists with
substantial familiarity with the project areas.  Prior to the surveys,
all the wetland areas were identified.  For those areas that could
not be accessed or observed directly, information was obtained by
analyzing existing information and aerial photographs of these
areas.

Wetland impacts under each alternative are largely associated with
pipeline construction.  As such, they are considered to be
temporary and limited in extent.  Mitigation Measures 7-4a, 7-4b,
and 7-4c require EBMUD and Reclamation to identify wetlands,
avoid and minimize wetland impacts, and compensate for any
unavoidable effects.  The magnitude of wetland impacts under
each alternative is likely to be similar to those described in Chapter
7 of the 1997 Draft EIR/EIS.

RF 1-5, Deanna Wieman, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Potential growth effects within the EBMUD service area were fully
described in Chapter 18 of the 1997 Draft EIR/EIS.  That analysis
has been incorporated by reference into the 2000 REIR/SEIS.

RF 1-6, Deanna Wieman, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Reclamation and EBMUD both strongly support the CVPIA and
CALFED processes and have been and will continue to be active
participants and contributors to those processes.  See also response

to the “Relationship to CALFED” major issue in Chapter 3 of this
document.


